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ABSTRACT

This thesis examines the question of the scarcity of
strategic raw materials and the potential for the inter-
ruption or cut-off in the supply of these raw materlals to
the members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO).
Strategic raw materials are defined as those raw materials
that are essential to national defense and consist of baux-
ite, chromium, cobalt, copper, iron, lead, manganese, mer-
cury, natural rubber, nickel, phosphate rc:-k, platinum, tin,
tungsten, and zinc. Once the potential for cut-off of these
materials is determined, the thesis examines several possi-
ble courses of action available to NATO to insure an ade-
quate supply of strategic raw materials in view of the fact
that most of these materials are located outside of NATO.

The recent events in the Middle East which culmi-
nated in the Arab oil embargo highlighted the fact that the
Alliance is dependent upon many non-Alliance suppliers for
its strategic raw materials. The oil embargo added a new
dimension to the threat to NATO and revealed that the Alli-
ance is unprepared for raw material cut-offs and does not

have a cohesive plan to cope with such a situation. The
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policy on cut-offg may tempt other raw material producers to

try a repetition -of the OPEC oil embargo.

Yet

ously limit supplies. Thege conclusions are drawn from the

fact that sources of supply are more diversified an

readjusted by consuming nations.

There does not aﬁpear to
be a coalescing political catalyst,

Substitution oppertuni-

ties exist in most cases and stockpiles Serve as a buffer,

Finally, most of the Producing countries depend heavily on

the continued flow of mineral eéxports to pay for imports and

to provide employment .

Yet, even though cut

-offs of Strategic raw materials
appear remote at the Present time

» changes in the world

situation could dramatically alter prior Predictions.

The

Success of the 1973 Arab o1l embargo was almost totally

unpredicted, and thig thesis hag attempted to illustrate ;

that a similar situation could occur in the future with some

other Strategic raw material. It is possible that the con-

frontation of black majorities in Africa against white

minority governments in Rhodesia and South Africa could

iv




provide a catalyst in uniting Black Africa. The black
majorities might try to use their control of certain raw
materials to influence (or pressure) Western governments.
It is also possible that some type of military (guerrilla)
action by Black African states against Rhodesia and South
Africa could effectively cut off supplies of strategic raw
materials from both black and white Africa.

The three strategic raw materials that create the

greatest potential vulnerability are cobalt from Zaire and

Zambia and platinum and chromium from Rhodesia and South
Africa. Two other raw materials--copper from Zaire and
Zambia and phosphate from Morocco--also pose problems, but
to a lesser degree. Nevertheless, they should not be
ignored because of the potential damage of supply restric-
tions during war. During peacetime the United States can
supply Western Europe's strategic needs in the event of a
cut-off of African sources; however, such supply restric-
tions during a war would eventually influence the well-being
and efficiency of the entire NATO labor force and could have
important secondary effects if sustained over a long period.

This thesis looked at three courses of action avail-
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able to NATO in dealing with potential interruptions in the
supply of strategic raw materials. The courses of action
were designed specifically to insure continued supplies from

v
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African countries, both black and white, but could easily
provide the framework for a program to deal with all Third
World producers of raw materials.

The three courses of action examined were, first, a
do nothing approach and leave any action to individual mem-
be; governments; second, a military approach to safeguard
existing sources of supply; and, third, a pre-crisis prepar-
atory approach to lessen damaging effects of any cut-off,
The thesis shows that the third approach appears to be the

best overall approach and offers the best chance for coping

with any future cut-off.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

Recent events in the Middle East which culminated in
the Arab oil embargo during the 1973 Arab-Israeli war stimu-
lated interest by Western strategists in the vulnerability
of supplies of certain natural resources and the correspond-
ing effects on national military, political, and economic
power. This thesis examines the question of the scarcity of
strategic raw materials and the potential for interruptions
or cut-offs in the supply of these raw materials to the
members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO).l
Then, once the potential is determined, attempts are made to
establish what steps NATO can and should take to insure an
adequate supply of strategic raw materials in view of the
fact that most of these materials are located outside of
NATO and are potentially subject to cut-off during both
hostilities and peacetime. This thesis ccnsiders only those

actions necessary to insure an adequate supply of raw

1Strategic raw materlals are defined as those essential to
national defense. The basic raw materials deemed strategic are bauxite,
chromium, cobalt, copper, iron, lead, manganese, mercury, natural
rubber, nickel, phosphate, platinum, tin, titanium, tungsten, and zinc.
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materials for military necessity. It does not consider the
broader and more complex problem of insuring the availabil-
ity of sufficient raw materials for everyday domestic indus-
trial demands because this writer believes that task is
beyond the scope of the NATO Charter.

Chapter I examines the 1973 Middle East oil embargo
and highlights the division of the members of the Alliance
during the oil cut-off. It illustrates the fact that the
Alliance was unprepared for the cut-off and did not have a
cohesive plan to cope with such a situation. Aé background
to support the rationale that NATO should get involved in
the raw materials problem, the thesis briefly reviews NATO's
increasing concern for economic and political cohesion in
dealing with non-military threats both inside and outside
the boundaries of the Alliance and also presents eramples of
past multilateral actions.

Chapter II assesses the present and future potential
for interruption or cut-off of strategic raw materials. The
chapter is divided into two parts. The first part focuses
on the situation today. It corsiders existing political
sympathies and the present trading patterns and highlights
the leverage available today and for the next year or two to
both producer and consumer of raw materials. The second part

of the chapter considers potential future threats and how
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rising trends of nationalism and demands of black majorities
in Africa, with the consequences of possible nationalization,
expropriation, sabotage, and blaékmail, might affect the
Alliance's ability to secure necessary raw materials in the
future. 1In both parts, the botential for supply limitations
is examined by looking at the current sources of imports of
strategic raw materials for both the United States and its
European allies in NATO, the known world reserves, the pos-
i sible use of substitutes, and the extent of current stock-
piles in the hands of NATO governments or industries.
Chapter III looks at the benefits and risks of sev-

{
eral courses of action available to NATO in dealing with *;

o T e o, s

potential interruptions in the supply of strategic raw mate-

% rials,

% Chapter IV summarizes the thesis and lists the

| courses of action that should enable NATO to deal effec- !;
tively with any interruptions or cut-off of strategic raw ;7
materials.

The 1973 Middle East oil embargd highlighted the

e Sl T B (A L . et
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possibility that sources of strategic raw materials may

become unavailable, It highlighted the real vulnerability

R A

R

of the members of the Alliance, in particular the European

g
)
|
8
|

States, to potential interruptions in the supply of raw

materials. It also pointed out the divergence of opinions




within NATO,

The heavy dependence of many European members of the

NATO Alliance on Arab oil supplies sharply divided the part-

ners concerning support for Israel. The October 1973 war
served to illustrate the disparity between NATO's past com- i

muniqués and the present actions of NATO members. In the

L e M

1 1950s, Europeans were asking for American assistance in the

Middle East with the argument that they were defending the

i LR Tt geaar

greater interests of freedom. Yet, scarcely twenty years

PR g

later, when America was heavily involved in the Middle East,

s,

| the European allies were adamantly avoiding pleas to play an

] extra regional role. This time they considered their 5

national interests to be paramount, and they did not see any E
immediate or long term benefit in becoming associated with i
America's extra-European involvement. Consequently, the
Alliance was plunged into a grave crisis marked by an
unprecedented exchange of trans-Atlantic recrimination,

Not wishing to jeopardize oil supplies, the Euro-
peans, with the notable exception of the Netherlands, took
the public position that the Middle East war was outside of
the NATO boundaries and consequently did not entitle Israel

or its partner, the United States, to any support, certainly

not any military support, from the NATO Alliance. No NATO

country was being threatened, they said, and in reality most

oy
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Europeans believed the United States was largely responsible
for the war because of its failure to bring pressure upon

Israel to comply with United Nations Resolution 242 urging

o e T B
LA AR T s T T A R

g withdrawal from occupied Arab lands. Militarily, then,
there was no threat and, consequently, no justification for
support of the American position of aid to Israel.

Although United States policy-makers did not expect

any military intervention by NATO during the October 1973

T T

war, many of them assumed the Alliance would present a uni-
fied position and pull together. Just the opposite proved

- to be the case, and the sharp differences in United States

and European positions were highlighted by the type of rhet

e =

oric that in previous years had been reserved for ideologi-

cal opponents. The State Department spokesman, Ambassador

N . o T e, AR

Robert McCloskey, voiced his dismay at European actions and

3 s 2

publicly stated:

We were struck by a number of our allies going to some lengths to,
in effect, separate themselves publicly from us, and it raises the
questions for us as to how the action on their part can be squared
with what the Europeans have often referred to as the indivisibil-
ity between us on matters of security.2

e

iy ,;zw._....,__, — e

Some European commentators, supporting the American

point of view, reacted with feelings that ranged from disap-

P L I g N AT L,

pointment to disgust. The Financial Times, voice of the

Ty

ZStrategic Survey, 1973 (London: International Institute for
Strategic Studies, 1974), p. 61.
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British business community, commented:
Faced with the prospect of domestic energy dislocations as a result
of the energy crisis, many if not all of the Member States have
Pursued bargaining tactics designed to maximize short-term national
interests, at the risk of jeopardizing the long-term goals of

Community solidarity on problems with [which] are essentially
common problems.

The Times of London was even more dramatic. It reported:
Nothing in the realms of cowardice, selfishness, cant, and short-
sighted folly is beyond the bounds of possibility in view of what
has actually happened already. The first time--the very first time
--that any external strain is put upon the . . . [NATO] alliance,
the ties that bind its members snap. No, they do not snap; the
members themselves rush forward eagerly to snap them.

The views expressed by opponents of unified action
were primarily economic concerns, but they caused an exas-
perating divergence in the traditional focus of the Alli-
ance: the security field. Signal actions by members
included the following three:

« Public declarations of neutrality in the Middle
East conflict by both Greece and Turkey, which prevented the
use of American bases there for the airlift to Israel.

* The restriction on the American movement of
United States military supplies from stockpiles in Europe.

'

« The granting by Turkey of over-flight rights to

the Soviets for airlift to the Arabs.

3European Commmity, No, 174 (March 1974), p. 13.

4Ibid.
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The United States viewed this complete lack of coop-
eration as a virtual breakdown of the Alliance. Yet few in
Europe saw any threat to the Alliance. Since no real mili-
tary threat was perceived in Europe, each nation acted
according tc its own view of its best interests.

Other political commentators saw a different picture
' and believe energy or raw material shortages are likely to
divide the members of the Alliance and accelerate the disin-
tegration of NATO. Disunity and lack of a coherent policy
by NATO countries during the 1973 oil crisis can only tempt
3 . others to take advantage of the disarray. Continued dis-

; putes and disharmony and aggressive economic nationalism by
NATO members could lead to disillusion with and eventual

3 dissolution of NA.TO.5 Consequently, if member nations

o believe that NATO should be maintaineﬁ and also find that a
! cut-off of strategic raw materials is possible, they should

together provide the mechanisms to deal with the fact that

!

|

, NATO is dependent upon countries outside of the Alliance for

} these raw materials. Indeed, many believe the real threat

]

g to NATO is no longer from the Soviet Union or the Warsaw Pact
but rather from Third World countries that control many raw

materials that are vital to the economic well-being of

t 5Seyon Brown, New Forces in World Politics (Washington: Brook-
£ ings Institute, 1974), p. 19, ,
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developed countries.

In the past the highly developed countries, through
one means or another, have usually managed to insure for
themselves a continued adequate supply at a Price that more
often than not benefitted the consumer rather than the pro-
ducer.7 The 1973 Arab oil embargo pointed out that this
situation may not continue indefinitely.

Recently Algerian President Boumediene intimated
that the oil cut-off was but the first example and that
developing countries must take over all their natural
resources and control the machinery governing the determi-
nation of their prices.8 As this may be no idle threat, it
could pose a serious problem for most developed countries,
including all members of the Alliance. Since many raw mate-
rials are strategic in the sense that they are vital to a
nation's ability to wage war, it is important that members
of the Alliance determine what steps can be taken to insure

continued supplies.

Yet the threat of a cut-off of raw materials is

6C. Fred Bergsten, "The Threat from the Third World," Foreign
Poliecy, No. 11 (Summer 1973), pp. 102-124,

7Ibid., p. 113.

8Algerian President Boumediene, "Raw Materials and Devel-

opment ," Address before the General Assembly of the United Nations,
10 April 1974,
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somewhat different from previous military threats to NATO
and is much more difficult to handle. In a sense it can be
viewed as military because 1t affects a nation's ability to
wage war. In this context it poses a problem for the NATO
Alliance. However, the issues raised are not strictly mili-
tary. They are also economic and political, and many NATO
military authorities would deny that they have any authority
to promote multilateral schemes in these areas.g Since the
threat is now economic as well as military and NATO is not
specifically designed to cope with such problems, they sug-
gest NATO is therefore incapable of doing so.10 Many ques-
tion the ability of NATO to act jointly on the problem of
possible interruptions in the supply of raw materials since
economics has long been held to be a strictly national
problem.11

The provision of supplies for defense has long been
viewed as a national prerogative. Further, in an era of a
perceived lessening of the military threat and of economic

penny-pinching, it is also viewed as a political problem of

9Geoffrey Ashcroft, Military Logietic Systems in NATO: The
Goal of Integration, Part II: Military Aspects, Adelphi Paper No. 68
(London: Institute of Strategic Studies, June 1970), p. 9.

10Robert E. Hunter, "Troops, Trade and Diplomacy,” Atlantic
Commmnity, IX, No. 3 (Fall 1971), 283-92,

11Ashcroft, p. 15,
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the highest magnitude. However, just as it is absolutely
necessary for NATO to hawve tanks and troops, it is necessary
that NATO insure for itself the raw materials necessary to

preclude the pPossibility it will be unable to carry on a war

should the need arise. This does not in any way expand the

mission of the Alliance. Article 3 of the North Atiantic
Treaty specifically authorizes the members to "maintain and
deﬁelop their individual and collective capacity to resist
armed attack."

This writer agrees that the NATO. Alliance is not
designed to cope with the cut-off of raw materials vital to
domestiqhindustrial production, but this does not Preclude
NATO interest in insuring supplies of Strategic raw materi-
als necessary for military defense. Since most Strategic
raw materials are located outside of Europe and are possibly
subject to cut-off, it seems necessary for NATO to take some
Steps to insure an adequate supply of these strategic mate-
rials, both during peacetime and in case of hostilities.
However, in making such a Statement, it is possible to make
a distinction between national economic policy and NATO
concern for adequate resources to meet future expected
defense commitments. There is no argument that every nation

must make policies in its best interests, yet the members of

the Alliance also have a joint responsibility to prepare

e
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adequately to meet probable threats of cut-offs of strategic
raw materials.

There has never been any question about the need for
military cooperation in NATO. There is also much evidence
that the need for economic cooperation is now being recog-
nized by the Alliance. In April 1973 Dr. Henry Kissinger
delivered his "Year of Europe" address.12 Kissinger noted
the fact that in economic relations the European Community
has increasingly stressed its regional personality. He
talked about the continued gradual accumulation of sometimes
petty, sometimes major economic disputes which must be ended
and be replaced by a determined commitment on both sides of
the Atlantic to find cooperative solutions. In the race to
secure access to raw materials, Dr. Kissinger warned that
the influence of national pressure groups and special inter-
ests will become pervasive. Consequently, unless a high
level coﬁmitment of political will to cooperate is made, the
inevitable competitiveness of national economic interests
will dominate the debate and '"there will be no framework for

the generous solutions or mutua! concessions essential to

12l-lenry Kissinger, then President Nixon's National Security
Affairs Assistant, "Year of Europe,"” A speech before the Associated
Press Annual Luncheun, New York City, 23 April 1973. Dr. Kissinger
called for a new Atlantic charter and a revitalization and updating of
the trans-Atlantic relationship.
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preserve the vital Atlantic partnership."13

Just prior to the twenty-fifth anniversary of the
Alliance, the Secretary General of NATO echoed Dr. Kis-
singer's theme of economic &s well as military interdepen-
dence of the NATO countries. He also warned that the great-
est problems concerning relations within the Alliance were

to agree on where the interests of the Alliance lie in any particu-
lar situation; agreeing on what is alliance business and responsi-
bility and what is not; finding means to resolve differences between

alliance members where these arise and threaten alliance
solidarity.1

At the 19th Annual Session of the North Atlantic
Assembly,15 21-30 October 1973, a similar view was voiced.
With regard to the responsibility of NATO member countries
toward solving the problems of their own economic relationms,

the secretary of the Economic Committee, Dr. Erwin Lange,

from the Federal Republic of Germany, pointed out that "more

13Ibid.

14Joseph M. A. H. Luns, "Prospects for the Alliance," NATO
Review, Vol. 22, No. 1, 1974, pp. 3-4.

15"The Assembly constitutes an unofficial link between the
[NATO] Alliance and parliamentarians of member countries. Its Committee
of Nine, set up in 1971, consisted of nine prominent present or former
parliamentarians from member countries of the Alliance, including the
former Secretary General of NATO, Senator Manlio Brosio. The commit=-
tee's task was to carry out a detailed study of the future prospects of
the Atlantic Alliance, giving special attention to the role which the
Assembly could play. The Committee, which compiled a substantial
report, has now finished its work." The references in this paragraph
deal with selected portions of the Committee's report.




than ever we have heard in recent months the warning that

transatlantic economic problems could endanger the North

S 1] Lo

Atlantic Alliance."16 The Assembly passed a resolution on
) "economic cooperation between members of the Atlantic Alli-
| ance" and "urged member governments to establish regular
consultation between economics and finance Ministers within
the North Atlantie Council."17
This, once again, is not an expansion of NATO ]

responsibilities. Article 4 of the North Atlantic Treaty

i e Sh T L

calls for "the Parties to consult together whenever, in the
1 opinion of any of them, the territorial integrity, political

independence or security of any of the Parties is threat-

ened."

T T Ay NP AT T
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The Report of the Committee of Three on Non-Military

Cooperation in NATO further amplified Article 4 of the NATO

Treaty and stated that

political coopzration and economic eonflict are not reconcilable
[emphasis added]. Therefore, in the economic as well as the polit-
ical field there must be a genuine desire among the members to work
together and a readiness to consult on questions of common concern
based on a recognition of common interests,

e R T . L
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Erwin Lange, "Atlantic Economic Questions," Report to the

19th Annual Session of the North Atlantic Assembly, Ankara, Turkey,
21-30 October 1973.

17"Report on the 19th Annual Session of North Atlantic Assem-
bly," NATO Review, Vol. 21, No. 6, Necember 1973.

18NATO, Report of the Committee of Three on Non-kﬁlitary Coop-

|
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The report further stated that NATO has a positive interest
in the resolution of economic disputes which may have polit-
ical or strategic repercussions damaging to the Alliance.19
NATO countries have already had some experience in
working together collectively on logistical issues. There
is ample evidence that cooperation is possible. As the cost
of providing the North Atlantic Alliance with a reasonable
level of defense continued to spiral upward, member nations
began to look increasingly for ways of getting better value
for their money. One way of achieving this aim was to
increase the number of projects undertaken on a cooperative

basis. Examples of this type of cooperative action are the

NATO Maintenesnce and Sup)ly Organization,20 the Eurogroup
21

the NATO Pipeline System, and the NATO Air

actions,

eration in NATO, by Dr. Gaetano Martino (Italy), Mr. Halvard Lange
(Norway), and Mr. Lester M. Pearson (Canada) (n.p.: North Atlantic
Council, 13 December 1956), '"Annex I," par. 60.

19Ibid., "Annex I," par. 66,

20Two good discussions of the NATO Maintenance and Supply
Organization (NAMSO) appear in NATO Review, Vol. 21, No. 2, pp. 18-24;
and NATO Letter, Vol. 17, No. 5, p. 22.

lThe Furogroup i1s an informal grouping of European Defense
Ministers within the North Atlantic Alliance. It was established in
November 1965 and includes Belgium, Denmark, Germany, Greece, Italy,
Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Norway, Turkey, and the United Kingdom.
Its stated purpose is to strengthen Alliance security through a stronger
and more cohesive European contribution.
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Defense Ground Environment (NADGE) System.22 Daily cooper-
ative efforts exist at various lower levels in the NATO
structure. A good account of these efforts is found in the
NATO Information Service booklet entitled 4dspects of NAT0.23
It details more than ten ongoing projects of cooperation
within the Alliance. Also, the newly formed Committee on
the Challenges of Modern Society (CCMS) is sponsoring
efforts for joint programs in energy and resources.24

Consequently, it is accurate to say that NATO recog-
nizes the need to insure that economic issues do not divide
the Alliance and has shown that it can work together in
providing the means for effective defense. Since it is not
unreasonable to posit that the Alliance will be unable to
resist an armed attack if it does not have adequate strate-
glc raw materials to carry out its defensive operations, it
follows that NATO can legitimately concern itself with

insuring an uninterrupted flow of strategic raw materials

22Good discussions of NADGE may be seen in WNATO Review,
Vol. 19, No. 4 (July-August 1971), p. 8; and NATO Review, Vol, 21,
No. 1 (January-February 1973), p. 12,

23Aspects of NATO: The Eurogrowp (Brussels, Belgium: NATO
Information Service, November 1972),

2[’For a discussion on the Committee on the Challenges of Modern
Society, see: 'Beyond NATO," Intermational Jourmal, Vol. 28, Weo, 2
(Spring 1974), pp. 256-67; and NATO Review, Vol. 21, No. 5 (September-
October 1973) and Vol. 22, No. 2 (March-April 1974), p. 22,
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even though this issue has economic and political, as well
as military, implications,

This thesis puts the Strategic raw materials problem
in perspective and outlines what steps are necessary to

lessen the possibility that the divisions of opinion wit-

nessed durinr, the 1973 oil embargo will be repeated during

another embargo or supply interruption.




e o, e TR ]

:
|
|
3
4
‘
|
i
4
2

]

A N

CHAPTER II

POTENTIAL FOR CUT-OFFS OF
STRATEGIC MATERIALS

Chapter II examines the raw material requirements of
the United States and éther members of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (NATO) and how the prospect of a general
and global scarcity of these material commodities will
affect the Alliance's ability to secure necessary strategic
raw materials. The chapter is divided into two parts. The
first part focuses on present vulnerability, while the sec-
ond part concentrates on potential future threats. The
impact of the current energy crisis is all too apparent and
is not considered in any great detail. Neither is the
impact of worldwide shortfalls in food supplies considered,
because both the United States and NATO Europe are self-
sufficient in this area. Rather, the chapter concentrates’
on strategic raw materials and attempts to illustrate the
potential for successful collective action by producers of
these minerals. The following paragraphs look at the gene-
sis of the minerals scarcity problem, the expected consump-

tion rates in the near term and the year 2000, and the known

17
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sources of raw materials, current stockpiles, and potential
substitutes. A substitute is considered as available if it
can be substituted for the material in question immediately
or without undue new production expenses and is both cost
effective and available in sufficient quantity so as to
preclude severe price increases under present market condi-
tions. The chapter briefly identifies the principal market
characteristics of the streztegic raw materials and attempts

to determine the feasibility of cartel action now and also

in the future.

R R

In view of the heavy reliance of both the United
States and Western Europe on imported raw materials, it is
natural to question the extent of their vulnerability to
possible embargoes, contrived supply limitations, or inordi-
nate price increases. The portion of the United States

consumption of critical materials required for defense pro-

i
1
1
;
|
|
.3
|

duction is generally regarded as between 10 per cent and
20 per cent in the event of war and only about one-half of

that in peacetime.1

The European members of NATO spend a somewhat

smaller portion of their total gross national product (GNP)

lU.S., Executive Office of the President, Council on Inter~

national Economic Policy, Special Report: Critical Imported Materials
(Washington: Government Printing Office, December 1974), p. 10. (Here-
Inafter cited as Spectal Report.)
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on defense.2 Consequently it is reasonable to estimate that

the pcrtion of their consumption of raw materials for
defense production is smaller, perhaps in the neighborhood
of 7 per cent to 15 per cent in the event of war. Likewise,
they also spend about one-half of this during peacetime.

In this thesis it is assumed that supply interrup-
tions or cut-offs of strategic raw materials will cause
problems in supporting the defense establishment during a
national emergency. Even under peacetime conditions, cut-
offs of raw materials will damage the military capability of
NATO; however, no attempt is made in this thesis to quantify
the extent of damage under peacetime or wartime conditions.
This thesis examines only the potential for cartel actions
to interrupt or cut off supplies and what actions NATO
should take to lessen vulnerability to this type of action.

It is important to realize that any attempts to
anelyze simultaneously the vulnerability of both the United
States and its European allies are complicated by the dif-
ferent sources from which each imports its raw materials.

In addition, the risks are different for the United States

2 :
U.S., Department of State, Economic Interdependence and Common

Defense, Economic Foreign Policy Series 6 (October 1974), pp. 3-4.
United States defense spending averages 6 per cent of GNP, while major
European allies of the United States spend roughly 4 per cent of their
aggregate GNP,
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and Europe because of varying import dependence with respect

to specific materials. For example, since the United States

i Ml

1s virtually self-sufficient in copper and phosphates, these 3

materials are at the bottom of its list of concerns. Pres-

i ently, despite the existence of a producer group for copper3 N
; and the aggressive price actions by North African phosphate 3 ?
; ; Producers, the United States does not even maintain a stock-

é pile of copper or phosphate.4 In Europe these two materials

i are among the chief concerns regarding vulnerability to

supply and price manipulation. 1In addition, the United
States relies on Canadian and Latin American sources to a

much greater extent than does Europe. Europe relies to a

B 1o B, b G e,

significantly greater extent on Africa. In most instances,

United States, Canadian, or Latin American sources cannot be

) substituted for African or Near East sources without serious

short term price consequences because of supply and demand

problems and transport costs.

Present Situation

Until 1973, few government or military specialists

s el i o G N i e L i Y &

3In 1968 Chile, Peru, Zaire, and Zambia established the Inter-
governmental Council of Copper Exporting States (CIPEC). The four CIPEC

nations account for 52 per cent of the world's copper trade and 33 per
cent of the world's copper production.

A list of current selected materials in the United States
national stockpile may be seen in Appendix A.

i;
|
g
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worried seriously about the availability ouf or access to raw
materials so necessary to keep the highly industrialized
societies of the United States and Western Europe running
smoothly. However, in late 1973 the industrialized world
was shocked when the Organization of Petroleum Exporting
Countries (OPEC) began a cutback in petroleum production and
simultaneously almost quadrupled the wellhead price of oil.5
Even though some non-0il exporting countries, including the
United States, were able to moderate the effects of the OPEC
price increases through increased revenues from exports of
other scarce commodities, this was not universally true, and
by the end of 1974 the balance of payments of almost every
NATO member was seriously strained.

Simultaneously, there was an upturn in demand for
other raw materials in all major industrial nations. This
caused temporary shortages and sent prices soaring. 1In
addition, many commodity exporting countries began attempts
to control supplies and prices. For example, the large
increases in demand for phosphate, coupled with inadequate
world production, allowed Morocco to act unilaterally to
quadruple world phosphate prices in a matter of two years.

Likewise, Jamaica managed to increase sixfold its taxation

5OPEC consists of Abn Dhabi, Algeria, Iran, Iraq, Kuwait,
Libya, Nigeria, Quator, Saudi Arabia, and Venequela.
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on bauxite production, and the Dominican Republic, Guyana;
and Surinam are now making comparable efforts.6

Naturally the industrialized nations viewed all of
these actions with alarm. The United States is almost
totally dependent on foreign sources for most of its strate-
gic raw materials. Among these are bauxite, mercury,
nickel, titanium, manganese, cobalt, tin, chromite, and
platinum. There is a much longer list of raw materials
where the margin of independerice is critically thin. Such
basics as lead, zinc, and iron ore already comprise a large
fraction of the United States import requirements. Table 1
illustrates the United States net imports of selected raw
materials. A recently completed House of Representatives
report on global commodity scarcitie% highlights the fact
that the United States depends on impbrts to satisfy its
needs for forty-three raw materials.7

United St;tes allies in Westemrn Europe face a simi-
lar situation. Table 2 illustrates that Europe, like the

United States, depends on imports for 90 per cent or more of

6U.S., Congress, House, Committee on Foreign Affairs, Subcom-

mittee on Foreign Economic Policy, Global Commodity Scarcitiee in an
Interdependent World, Committee Print, 93d Cong., 2d sess. (Washington:

Government Printing Office, 19742, p. 7. (Hereinafter cited as Global
Commodity Searcities.)

7Ibi.l., p. 9.
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TABLE 1,-~United States Net Imports of Selected Commodities

1973 Net Imports

Million Per Cent of Major Suppliers, 1969-1972, with
Commodity Dollars Consumptiona Their Per Cent
Alumina 209 35 Australia, 50; Jamaica, 22; Suri-

nam, 18
Bauxite 143 90 Jamaica, 54; Surinam, 23
Chromium 63 70 USSR, 325 South Africa (SA), 30
Cobalt 54 95 Zalre, 45; Belgium-Luxembourg, 29b
Columbium Mol = 63 Brazil, 62; Canada, 16
Copper 143 5 Canada, 31; Peru, 27; Chile, 22
Fluorspar 52 83 Mexico, 77; Spain, 12
Iron Ore 534 28 Canada, 50; Venezuela, 31
Lead 27 17 Canada, 29: Peru, 21; Australia,
21; Mexico, 17

Manganese 100 82 Gabon, 35; Brazil, 33
Mercury 12 78 Canada, 59; Mexico, 17
Nickel 544 65 Canada, 82; Norwe-, 8
Platinum® 145 95 K, 39%; Ussr, 32; SA, 12
Rubber® 347 100 Malaysia, 40; Indonesia, 39
Tin 215 65 Malaysia, 64; Thailand, 27
Titanlun 48 29 ~ Japan, 73; USSR, 19; UK, 8
Tungsten 27 41 Canada, 61; Peru, 9
Vanadium A @ e 25 South Africa, 55; Chile, 35
Zine 303 48 Canada, 60; Mexico, 24

%In quantity terms. Calculated by dividing net imports by total
consumption. In some cases consumption includes withdrawals from (or
additions to) government and/or private stocks.

bZaire origin. cPlatinum Group Metals,
dUnited Kingdom sources are South Africa, Canada, and USSR.

eNatural Rubber,

SOURCE: U.S., Executive Office of the President, Council on
International Economic Policy, Special Report: Critical Imported Mate-
rials (Washington: Government Printing Office, December 1974), p. 24,
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TABLE 2.--United States and Western European Import Dependence 1
On Selected Raw Materials, 1972 ;
[OECD = Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development; vi
0&C = Ore and Conceutrates]
Import Volume Imports as a Per
(Thousands of Tons) Cent of Consumption L
- B
United OECD United OECD
Material States Europe States Europe
Aluminum 721 285 14 10
Bauxite & Alumina 13,389 3,726 88 51
Chromium Ore 408 970 100 100
Copper 334 1,877 17 93
Copper 0&C 49 562 L] . e
Iron 0&C 36,334 75,307 32 37
Lead 222 433 19 75 3
Lead 0&C 92 356 5.6 S e b
Manganese Ore 733 3,696 95 98 1
Nickel 119 64 90 89
Nickel 0&C 21 176 ) o N ‘
Phosphate Rock 52 20,514 a 100
Tin 52 40 100 96
Tin 0&C 4 76 o v
Tungsten 0&C 2.7 21.5 42 100
Zinc 484 302 55 61
Zinc 0&C 231 1,561 o do Ic O

a
Net exporter.

SOURCE: U.S., Executive Office of the President, Council on s
International Economic Policy, Special Report: Critical Imported Mate- =
rigle (Wasihington: Government Printing Office, December 1974), p. 43. '
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its supply of chromium ore, manganese ore, nickel, and tin.8
In contrast to the United States, however, Western Europe is
dependent on imports for virtually 100 per cent of its needs
for phosphate rock, 90 per cent or more of its consumption
of copper, and 75 per cent or more of its supplies of lead.
Western Europe has an advantage over the United States only
in bauxite, of which the United States imports the bulk of
its requirements. Table 3 shows the sources for imports of
raw materials to Western Europe. No attempt is made here to
equate NATO, Western Europe, or the Organisation for Eco-
nomic Cooperation and Development (OECD). However, in most
cases the problem of strategic raw materials for NATO is the
same as for Europe and, consequently, the data for Western
Europe are used to illustrate import dependence for NATO's
European members.

This is the first time in more than twenty years
that the world is experiencing a series of short supply

problems and consequent high prices for a large number of

8Differences in United States import percentages in Tables 1
and 2 are because different years are considered and because Table 1
measures lmports against primary production plus scrap and sales from
the strategic stockpile, while Table 2 measures imports against only
primary (new) production of materials. For example, the 1973 figures
for United States tin imports (Table 1) show a marked difference from
1972 (Table 2). This is because 20 per cent of the 1973 consumption
came from secondary recovery (scrap) and 15 per cent from sales from the
strategic stockpile. Similar differences are noted for chromium,
manganese, and nickel due to secondary recovery.
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mineral resources. Examples of how demand for various
materials surged in the United States in 1973 are:9

« Aluminum consumption, after rising at an annual
rate of 5.9 per cent in the five previous years, shot up by
18 per cent in 1973.

+ Chromium jumped from an average increase of
1.1 per cent a year to 23 per cent.

+ Copper increased from 3.8 per cent to 9 per cent.

+ Iron ore jumped from 1.4 per cent to 13 per cent.
Later paragraphs will explain these unusual increases in
demand.

A similar dramatic increase in the use of raw mate-
rials occurred in Western Europe and the rest of the world.
If the period from 1950 until 1974 is examined, one will
find that the price for raw materials (nonferrous metals)
did not rise either absolutely or relative to manufactured
goods until the mid-1960s. Since the mid-1960s, however,
the prices of many important nonferrous metals, including
chrome, copper, nickel, platinum, tin, and zinc, have
increased more than those for manufactured goods. Neverthe-
less, the prices of iron ore and aluminum materials (alumina

and bauxite) did not show marked increases until 1973.10

9Special Report, p. 11. 1OSpeciaZ Report, pp. 7-9.
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Figure 1 provides a very clear indication of the
magnitude of the departure in 1973 from the historical rates
of consumption and price increases. Table 4 illustrates the
rate of consumption for the change in United States consump-
tion trends for specific raw materials. These alarming
statistics, combined with the action of oil producing coun-
tries, caused considerable concern among industrial nations
regarding economic blackmail and the serious consecquences of

possible supply manipulation during periods of national

emergency.

Before trying to determine the impact of 1973 trends
on near term and future consumption rates, it is important
to realize that several key factors occurred simultaneously
in 1973 and caused the largely abnormal supply and demand
situation. First, an unprecedented sharp upturm in demand
occurred in all major industrial nations. This, in turn,
strained production capacity, which had not been expanded
very rapidly because of very high initial capital costs, low
rates of return prior to 1973, and a poor economic and
political climate that ied to expropriation or nationali-
zation in many mineral Producing countfies. Second, specu-
lative buying soared as a hedge against rampant inflation.

Third, environmental considerations caused serious disrup-

tion in United States domestic production. Finally, a large
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TABLE 4.--Apparent United States Consumption Trends

[Considers new production, scrap, and
stockplle sales]

Per Cent of Change

1968-1973
Material Annual Average 1972-1973
Aluminum 5.9 18
Bauxite 1.6 8
Chromium 1.1 23
Cobalt 6.3 33
Copper 3.8 7
Iron Ore 1.4 13
Lead . 2.6 4
Manganese 1.0 15
Natural Rubber 0.5 14
Nickel 3.4 33
Platinum 3.6 21
Tin ~2.3 9
Titanium Metal 5.2 50°
Tungsten 5.8 9
Vanadium 1.5 22
Zinc 2.0 7

*Most of the 1972-73 increase in apparent consump=-
tion was for strategic stockpile,

SOURCE: U.S., Executive Office of the President,
Council su International Economic Policy, Special Report:
Critti :al Imported Materials (Washington:
ing Office, December 1974), p. 11,

Government Print-

. .




measure of the price increases reflect dollar depreciation
and devaluation.

Nevertheless, the abnormal supply and demand situ-
ation of 1973 has caused considerable re-evaluation of the
future availability of raw materials as well as estimated
world cumulative demand and world reserves. In the past
there has always been a familiar paradox about reserves of
minerals: as world consumption has grown, world reserves
have always grown as fast or even faster. Consequently, a
collision between expected economic growth and resource
availability seemed remote. Past projections which have
attempted to show that many mineral resources are almost
depleted have always been uniformly wrong even though they
were made by the most knowledgeable experts. Technical
innovation and discovery have always intervened to change
events.

Recently the White House Council on International

Economic Policy, in conjunction with the National Security

31

Council, published a document which indicates that there are

ample materials available in the earth’s crust to meet the

world's projected needs for nearly every material beyond the

remainder of this century (see Table 5).ll Like previous

115pecial Report, p. 15.
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TABLE 5.--Proven World Reserves of Selected Minerals

as of 1973 /
Reserve Mineral
100+ Years Columbium Magnesium Phosphorus Potash
51-100 Years Asbestos Cobalt Molybdenum Vanadium
Chromite Iron Ore Nickel
!
: 26=-50 Years Antimony Manganese Sulfur
! Bauxite Platinum Titanium
’ 15-25 Years Barite Lead Tungsten
Copper Tin Zinc

[ SOURCE: U.S., Executive Office of the President, Council on
| International Economic Policy, Special Report: Critical Imported Mate-
rials (Washington: Government Printing Office, December 1974), p. 15.
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reserves, ist in the Arctic

region, China, the Amazon Basin, the USSR, and other

regions, 1In addition, the mineral potential of the seabed

is considerable, particularly for nickel, copper, manganese,
and cobalt,

occurred during the last few years .

Nationalistic opposition to foreign resource

ownership is now g major political factor in many mineral

producing countries,

backed,

A significant Portion of the world Primary

Processing facilities ig now distributed among competing

users of raw materials.

Direct investment no longer assures that the

investor has Precedence over non-investors,

Political and ideological issyes frequently

motivate suppliers.

Consequently, even though it appears that no lasting

real shortages in mineral raw materials will occur during
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the rest of this century, there does appear to be the possi-
bility that a combination of events similar to those that
took place in 1973 could happen again and demand could tem-
porarily outstrip supply. To determine whether such a situ-
ation poses any real threat to the United States or its NATO
allies, it is necessary to examine the potential that pro-
ducers of mineral commodities will be able to create a
sufficiently cohesive cartel to effectively emargo or limit
the supply of minerals at reasonable prices.

Before examining each raw material in detail to
determine vulnerability, it is important to realize that
collective action by exporting countries depends on the
number of suppliers, their ability and willingness to
restrict supply, the availability of possible substitutes,
alternative sources of foreign exchange for the supplier,
and the potential for collective bargaining by importing
nations. Recently the U.S. House of Representatives studied
the possibility of OPEC type cartels in mineral exporting
countries and determined that if a cartel is to be success-
ful all or most of the following underlying factors must
exist:

Low price elasticity of demand;

Limited intermediate-term substitution possibilities;

Low elasticity of supply, including no significant potential
new producers;
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Limited number of producers who account for most of world
trade:

Sizable foreign exchange reserves, i.,e,, ability to afford
short-term foreign exchange losses;

Low employment of nationals in the industry so reduction in
exports would not result in significant unemployment ;

Common political or economic goal expectations from collective
action;

Political cohesion--shared values and experiences among
producers;

Insulation from reciprocal embargoes-~lack of consumer resis-
tance; and

Uniform quality of commodit{ and little variation in production
costs or richness of resources, 2

A detailed examination of the sixteen strategic raw
materials and their vulnerability to cut-offs may be seen in
Appendix B,

An analysis of alternate sources, substitutes, and
known reserves of strategic raw materials and of existing
political sympathies and present trading patterns of raw
material producers indicates that the producers of mineral
commodities are not at the present time able to emulate the
oil exporting nations and create eftfective control mecha-
nisms. This conclusion is drawn from the fact that sources
of supply are more diversified and can be readjusted by

consuming nations. There does not appear to be a coalescing

1ZGZobaZ Commodity Scarcities, p. 5.
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political catalyst. Substitution opportunities exist in
most cases and stockpiles serve as a buffer. Finally, most
of the producing countries depend heavily on the continued
flow of mineral exports to pay for imports and to provide
employment.

Consequently an embargo on strategic raw materials
is highly unlikely today and for the next year or two. It
usually will not make much economic sense because the pro-
ducing country frequently relies on the consuming country
for revenue. Unless this revenue can be made up in some
other way, the embargo will eventually be counterproductive.
The case among the Arab oil producers appears to be unique
because there existed both political desire and economic
strength. This combination is not readily achievable and
does not row appear to exist in any other group of producer
countries examined in this thesis or in the recent National
Security Council study.13

The best present evidence indicates that it is not
at this time possible for the producers of strategic raw
materials to seriously limit supplies. Quotes from the
concluding paragraphs of three recent studies support this

conclusion. First, a Brookings Institute study concluded:

13Speoial Report, p. 23.
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* The prospect of OPEC-like cartels springing up in various
primary commodity markets and being successfully maintained is not
supportable by an analysis of the underlying factors. There are
B . wide differences between the circumstances of oil and those of
other commodities., To draw parallels between them can be
misleading.

AT W e R T st

* Unilateral ventures into commodity price leadership are
subject to the same problems and hazards as collusive group
actions, Their life expectancy in nearly all cases is 1likely to be
short.l4

x Mo ol T, oy

A White House special report stated:

Embargoes of raw materlals are highly unlikely. They do not make
sense in terms of producers' revenue objectives.

A Congressional subcommittee report found that:

T s SR AT .. P . %

The supply bottlenecks which were significant in the early part of
1974 have eased and there is little prospect that either other
commodities [mineral raw materials] or the exporters of other
commodities will cause problems of the magnitude that the world
faces in oil,

1 In summary, it appears that at the present time
there is no indication that supplies of strategic raw

materials will not be available to NATO.

Potential Future Vulnerability

The previous paragraph concluded that cut-offs

appear remote at the present time. However, it is important

4Hisao Kanamorl and others, Trade in Primary Commodities:
‘ Confliet or Cooperation, A Tripartite report by fifteen economists from
'* Japan, the European Community, and North America (Washington: Brookings
1 Institute, 1974), p. 33.

155pecial Report, p. 15.

16GZobaZ Commodity Searcities, p. 31.
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to remember that even though present evidence leads to these
conclusions, changes in the world situation can dramatically
alter prior predictions.

The success of the 1973 Arab oil embargo Qas almost
totally unpredicted. Prior to 1973 the world had success-
fully coped with Middle Eastern oil crises in 1951, 1956,
and 1967. The 1951 nationalization cut off the production
of Iranian crude oil and--what was more important--of
refined products from Abadan; yet the shortage was overcome
by increasing output in other Gulf countries, utilizing
excess capacity in European anu American refineriecs, rede-
Ploying tankers, and redirecting oil flows. The 1956 crisis
arose from the blocking of the Suez Canal and the stoppage
of the pipelines through Syria. However, once again, pro-
duction remained largely unaffected and the rerouting of
tankers around the Cape, together with an increased output
in the United Sﬁates and Venezuela, made it possible to meet
European needs. In 1967 the Canal was agaln blocked; the
flow through the pipelines was temporarily stopped, and a
partial boycott was briefly imposed by some Arab producers,
but the abundatice ¢f iarge tankers and the - ast increase in

Libyan output enabled the oil companies to meet their

obligations.17

Veharles Tssawi, 0il, the Middle East and the World, Washing-




As late as 1970, Dr. George W. Stocking, a noted
economics professor and éxpert on the Middle East oil situ-
ation, confidently predicted:

Barring war, neither Russian encroachment on the Middle East nor
the growth of Arab nationalism is apt to impede the flow of Middle
East o0il to the West more than temporarily. [He further went on to
say:] The apparatus for its (0il] distribution in the Western
world 1s complex and expensive and fimly wnder the eomtrol of the
international oil companies. They have their worries. The terms
under which they tgke the oil may grow progressively more burden-
Some. But neither the Arabs nor Russia can long deny a market to
Middle East low-cost oil. [Eiphasis added.]l

This confident attitude was shattered in September
1970, when the Libyan Revolutiotiary Command Council, headed
by Muammar al Gaddafi, forced Occidental Petroleum Company

to grant significant concessions to the Libyan Government.

These included an immediate dramatic increase in the Libyan

share of the o0il revenues and a likewise dramatic increase
in the price of oil. This, of course, was followed by the
seizure of Britain's oil installations in Libya and the
nationalization of British Petroleum on 7 December 1971.19
Prior to 1973‘the greatest weakness of the Middle

East oil states had always been their inability to stand

ton Papers, Center for Strategic and International Studies, Georgetown
University (New York: Library Press, 1972).

18George W. Stocking, Middle East 0il (Nashville: Vanderbilt
University Press, 1970), p. 461.

19Leonard Mosley, Power Play: 0il in the Middle East (New
York: Random House, 1973), gives a good account of the suddenness and
surprise of Libya's actions,




together in an emergency, partly due to their susceptibility

to bribery and corruption. Throughout the history of Middle

East oil, the Western countries had always been able to play
one state or another, or one political faction or another,
against its rivals and succeed in preventing a cut-off or

' undue increase in the price of oil. Yet, the dramatic

change of situation in 1973 revealed how completely the West

o e o A

had deluded itself.
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The same thing could occur in the future with some

other strateglc raw material. Tables 1, 2, and 3 (pages 23,

Lk e S

24, and 26, respectively) illustrate quite vividly the great
extent to which Western Europe and, to a lesser degree, even
; the United States are der:ndent on imports of raw materials
2 from South Africa and the developing countries of Africa and
Latin America. Although the cohesiveness of the Organiza-
tion of Arab Petroleum Exorting Countries (OAPEC), or even

OPEC, does not appear imminently possible among other pro-

oo Tl i

ducers of raw materials, it is not difficult to postulate a
hypothetical situation that could alter the presently favor-
able consumer position vis-a-vis the producers cf raw

:( materials.

Just as -the existence of an expanding Jewish State

provided a catalyst to unite the Arab States, it is possible

A |

i that the confrontation of black majorities in Africa against
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white minority governments in Rhodesia and South Africa
could provide a catalyst in uniting Black Africa. The black
majorities might try to use their control of certain raw
materials to influence (or pressure) Western governments.
It is also possible that some type of military (guerrilla)
action by Black African States against Rhodesia and South
Africa could effectively cut off supplies of strategic raw
materials from both Black and White Africa, Indeed, with
the cessation of hostilities in Portuguese Africa, the black
majority in Africa can now turn its attention to South
Africa and Rhodesia. |

This is one hypothetical situation. It is possible
to postulate another African scenario that could also alter
the present favorable NATO access to strategic raw materi-
als. For more than two decades communist agitators from
both Moscow and Peking have been attempting to exploit the
African continent. Soviet activities have been concentrated
mainly in eight countries: Algeria, Egypt, Ghana, Guinea,
Somalia, the Sudan, Zaire, and Nigeria. The People's Repub-
lic of China has penetrated Tanzania, Zambia, Mali, Guinea,
Mauritania, Chad, and Ethiopia. The recent completion of
the Chinese-sponsored Tan-Zam Railroad pointedly illustrates
communiét political and military influence. For one thing,

the completion of the railroad will remove all restraint on
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guerrilla operations from Zambia, which at present relies on
the Portuguese controlled railway to Beira for its copper
exports, and offers border areas for interior-line opera-
tions into Zaire, Angola, Southwest Africa (Namibia) ,
Botswane, Rhodesia, and Mozambique.

Both Moscow and Peking have attempted to exploit the
inherent dislike of Black Africa for the white minority
governments in South Africa and Rhodesia. Under the guise
of assisting black nationalism, communist agitators and
supporters could attempt to forcihly oust the present white
minority governmer.rs in Africa.

The two scenarios are hypothetical, but, should
either occur, the flow of strategic raw materials from
Africa could be seriously interrupted. Nevertheless, there
1s no attempt in this thesis to predict when or under what
conditions either of these scenarios could take place. They
are merely used to illustrate that the potential for supply
interruptions does exist and is becoming more apparent
daily. On 11 April 1975 the foreign ministers of forty-one
African states called on the Organization of African Unity
(OAU) to increase its financial and military support for
black guerrillas battling to end white minority rule in

southern Africa. The ministers attending the special QAU

ministerial conference also urged that economic sanctions
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against South Africa be tightened.20

With the continued increase in black nationalist
agitation as a background, the British Foreign Secretary
warned the House of Commons that "there is not a lot of time
left if Rhodesia is to make the choice between guerrilla
warfare and peaceful settlement between blacks and
whites."21 He went on to suggest that England's well-being
and existence depend upon continued harmony in the African
region. So far, however, the African nationalists have not
tried to use their raw materials for leverage. Nor have
they been able to curtail the flow of supplies from White
Africa. Yet the possibility exists and will continue to
grow. In the last five years there has been an immense
increase in Britain's investments (even involvement) in
Black Africa north of Zambezi, Trade with Black Africa is
already as substantial as that with White Africa and is
growing at a much faster rate. Similarly, large investments
in raw materials extraction have been made in Black Africa
22

by Belgium, France, Italy, and West Germany.

The cut-off or interruption in supplies of strategic

2oKansas City Star, 11 April 1975, p. 2.

21"Pushing Rhodesia," Economist, 18 January 1975, p. 15.

22Third Worid, Vol. 3, No. 10 (November-December 1974),
pp. 29-35.
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raw materials from Africa would pose serious consequences
for NATO. Zambia and Zaire supply more than 90 per cent of
NATO's cobalt, while South Africa and Rhodesia supply more
than 50 per cent of NATO's platinum and chromium. In the
case of cobalt, the only alternative source ig Canada, and
her domestic production is presently insufficient to meet
NATO's strategic consumption requirements, even under peace~
time conditions. As for platinum and chromium, the other
major world supplier is the USSR. Once again, not a favor-
able position for NATO should South African and Rhodesian
sources be cut off. In all these cases there are no substi-
tutes available. Western Europe is also heavily dependent
on black African supplies of copper and phosphate rock.
Although the United States has sufficient domestic produc-
tion capability to supply all of NATO's strategic needs for
these raw materials, the cut-off of African supplies would
Put a serious strain on United States facilities. Present
worldwide domestic industrial demand exceeds supply, partic-
ularly for phosphate rock, and serious shortfalls would be

created 1f African supplies became unavailable.

The scenarios cutlined above may seem remote, but

the very fact that they might happen has caused many to
begin wondering whether NATO should concern itself with

Africa. The February-March 1971 issue of NATO'a Fifteen
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Nations, for example, devoted more than half its coverage to
the problems beginning to take shape in Africa and detailed

the efforts of both the Fussians and the Chinese to gain

influence in the area. The articles concluded that even

] : though NATO recognizes the importance of the area it was :
1 unrealistic to consider such an extension of NATO's respon- ?
4 i
1 sibility.23 Less than a year later, however, the same peri- {
#

odical began to discuss the reasons why NATO must concern

itself with Africa and how vital Africa is to the continued

existence of Western EurOpe.24 The African issue and the

potential cut-off of supplies have been discussed with

A e a T -

- increased regularity by many NATO observers throughout 1973

and 1974, but until late 1974 no real tHreat seemed to

emerge and no single policy had been established. The dra-

matic change of situation in Portuguese Africa has awakened
all of NATO to the need to geriously consider the possibil-

ity that supplies of raw materials from the white dominated

states of Africa could be in jeopardy. Indeed, a pProtracted

racial war in Africa could endanger supplies from all of

Africa.

Consequently, this writer believes it is fair to say

23IVATO’s Fifteen Nations,
pp. 12-34,

24

Vol. 16, No. 1 (February-March 1971),

Ibid., Vol. 17, No. 2 (April-May 1972), pp. 12-48,
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that future political and economic events, combined with
rieing domestic aspirations and increased nationalistic
agitation in Africa, could dramatically alter previous con-
fident predictions about cut-offs of strategic raw materi-
als. Earlier a scenario was Postulated that might seriously
Jeopardize supplies from both Black and White Africa.
Although the present demands of black nationalists in Africa
may seem like bombastic oratory meant for dcmestic consump-
tion, it is important to realize that behind these words lie
the aspirations of much of the world's population. Robert
McNamara, while he was the United States Secretary of
Defense, spoke Publicly about the connection between world
poverty and unrest and unstable relations among nations.25
Five years later, as president of the World Bank, he

commented:

The outlook for this decade is that the fault line along which
shocks to world stability travel will shift from an east-west axis
to a north-south axis, and the shocks themselves will be signifi-

cantly less military in character and substantially more political,
social, and economic,

In a later address McNamara warned the United Nations that

25Robert S. McNamara, The Essence of Security (New York:
Harper and Row, 1968), pp. 23-29,

28Robert S. McNamara, One Huwndred Countwiee, Two Billion
People: The Iimensions of Development (New York: Praeger, 1973),
P. 90, quoting his address before the United Nations Conference on Human
Environment, Stockholm, 8 June 1972.
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"it is only a question of time before g decisive choice must

be made [by the desperately Poor] between the costs of

reform or the risks of rebellion."27

To illustrate the feelings of many raw materiagl

producers, a quote from a 1974 address by Algerian President

Boumediene at the United Nations 1is Presented below.

Between the needs of the poorer countries--namely, nutrition,
schools, hospitals, and the means for the Struggle against under-
development--on the one hand, and, on the other, the needs of the
rich countries--that is, not only the unlimited growth of their
wealth but also the continuation of ruinous expenditures for polit-
ical and Prestige purposes--the question arises as to which of
these needs are to be sacrificed for the others,
problem, therefore, 1s indeed posed i
the priorities of the developed count
ing countries and, in connection with
the distribution of world resources fo
priorities.

The raw materials
ries and those of the develop-

that opposition, in terms of
r the satisfaction of those

The preceding quote aptly describes the opinions held by
many African leaders and also the ever-present pPossibility
that the resources which they possess will someday catapult
them into a collision course with the highly industrialized
developed nations.

Each of the three major studies on raw materials
vulnerability cited earlier in thig chapter (page 37) con-

cluded that at present there is little likelihood of

opment," Address before the General Assemb
10 April 1974,

27Ibid., p. 112,

gAlgerian President Boumediene, "Raw Materials and Devel-
ly of the United Nations,

iy
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cut-offs. Yet each of these studies contains qualifying
statements that present a much more pessimistic outlook for
the future. The Brookings study contains the following
statement:
Political leaders may find it necessary to respond to domestic
pressures to get higher returns for indigenous resources; even if
the risks of failure are sizable, the effort to create cartels may
be made.

Likewise, the White House report cautions:

We cannot exclude the gossibility of a supply interruption that is
not overt<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>